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PART I 

Exposition. 
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CHAPTER III. 


Its Meaning. 

In thia chapter we propose to expound 
briefly the particular meaning that Spencer 
assigns to his doctrine of social justice and the' 
relationship that he posits between that 
doctrine and his general ethical theory. 
Directing our attention first to the latter part 
of our task, we must say that, in turning fi'nin 
Social Siatics to the Principles of Ethics, we find 
that the ultimate end of human action is not 
so simply stated. Spencer still regards him- 
self as a utilitarian (in his owxr sensi' of i lie 
term, of course) but, into his discussion of 
the supreme end, he introduces elements wiiich, 
at first sight, seem to come into conflict willi 
the strictly utilitarian standard of “greafest 
happiness.” Sidgwick, in his Mthirs of Gnvn, 
Spencer, and Martineau, accuses Silencer of 
regarding now the guantdy of life (including 
duration as well as quantity of changi' in a 
given time) and now the gnantity of plcosnrc as 
the ultimate end, without att(>mptiiig fo 
reconcile the two. It would be out of place 
at this point to examine minutely tliis cliarge 
against Spencer. It is sufficient Ui remark 


























PART II 

Criticism. 




SECTION I. 

Derivation and Meaning of Spencer’s 
Theory of Social Justice. 


PART II 


In our exposition of the derivation and 
meaning of Spencer’s theory of social justice 
in Section I of Part I, we noted the following 
points : 

(1) That in order to know what justice is 

in our ordinary human relations, 
we must first inquire into what 
justice is in the ideal social state, 
i.e., justice as it applies to the 
perfect man in a perfect society, 
or, to use the terminology of the 
Data of Ethics, to “the completely- 
adapted man in the completely- 
evolved sooiety;”^^ 

(2) That this ideal justice is capable of 

scientific formulation and of 
_ affording us practical guidance in 

1. p,275. 







CHAPTER I. 


An Enquiry into the Practical Value of 
Spencer’s Theory of “Absolute” or 
“Ideal” Justice. 


In this chapter we shall deal with the 
several points mentioned under the first three 
heads of our criticism outlined above. 

The conception of certain absolute principles 
of morality, comparable to the universal and 
unchanging laws of the physical word, is so 
vital a part of Spencer’s whole ethical theory 
that we may well begin our criticism of his 
theory of social justice with a discussion of 
absolute justice. We fully agree with Spencer 
in thinking that, in order to be able to main- 
tain just relations between the members of 
society, it is important to have before us an 
ideal of justice ; for it is clear that not to have 
an ideal towards which our movements may 
be directed, is to be tossed to and fro with 
every passing wind and to have no standard 
by which to measure progress. But we 
totally disagree with Spencer in the manner 
of arriving at this ideal. As is well known, 
Spencer’S belief is that the only ideal that we 
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[aa,p.359. 




















































































































































OTHER THEORIES OF JUSTICE 199 

Thus the law of equal freedom appears to 
fall short of the laissez faire, the Utilitarian 
individualist, and the idealistic theories of 
social justice. 
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JUSHOE AND BENEFICENCE 217 

and their manhood, as to recommend them to 
the mercies of the rich, the fortunate, and 
other such who often, owing to circumstances, 
ocoup3’ positions of advantage. 
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THE BIGHT TO UEE AKH LIBBETT 233 

rather than be formally deduced from an 
abstract law (even if that is possible). Yet 
Spencer believes in the applicability of his 
formula to all these cases. 
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CHAPTER V 


















286 spbnceb’s thboby of sociai. justice 

The oonclasion, then, at which we arrive 
is that even on an individualistic and eco- 
nomic basis, we cannot stop short with the 
“Specialised Administration” advocated by 
Spencer, i. e , protection against external and 
internal aggressors narrowly interpreted. 
But this is not the same as saying that 
wherever laissen faire is deficient we should 
invoke governmental interference, for the 
inevitable drawbacks and disadvantages of 
such interference may at times be worse than 
those arising from private enterprise. We 
cannot, like Spencer, once and for all lay down 
dogmatically that it is economically expedient 
for the State to undertake certain things and 
inexpedient to undertake certain other things. 
The sphere of State action, it seems to us, 
will vary according to time and place, 
depending largely upon the social and politic- 
al traditions of the people, their temper, and 
character. 





















SOO spenceb’s thboet or social jushob 

would not necessarily prove Spencei’s theory 
of social justice to be of more permanent value 
than other theories ; and that Spencer’s deduo- 
tions with regard to the rights of property 
and contract do not, as he thinks, correspond 
to the demands of economic expediency, An 
important point to which we continually 
returned is that, in his application to practical 
issue of the law of equal freedom, there is an 
essential confusion between the freedom of 
all to claim for themselves whatever right 
any of them does claim, and the effect on the 
freedom of all concerned resulting from the 
action of any one individual. 

In brief, our finding is that, while Spencer’s 
doctrine of social justice is a brilliant, illumi- 
nating, and unique exposition of the many 
phases of the vital problem of justice, it fails 
conspicuously, both as an abstract theory and 
as a practical guide, to make good its claim 
to be the final system of ethics and politics. 








301 SPBNOEB’S THEOBY OE social jnSTICB 


Sohaffle 
Sorley, W. H. 
Taylor, A. E. 


Tillett, A. W. ... 


Thomson, J. A. ... 

Werner, E T. 0. ... 
Williams, 0. M. ... 
Willoughby, W. W. 

Periodicals. 


QumtCiSenoe of Socialism. 

C Recent Tendencies m 

3 Ethics, 1904. 

1 Ethics of Naturalism, 

L 2nd edn., 1904. 

Evolution in the Light of 
Modern Knowledge {com- 
posite worlcj, Ch. XII, 
1935. 

An Introduction to Spen- 
cer’s Synthetic Philoso- 
phy. 

Eerbert Spencer {English 


Mind. 

International Journal of Ethics. 
Philosophical Ke-eiew. 

Journal of Philosophy. 

Political Science Quarterly. 

Quarterly Review. 

Critical Journal. 

Articles in Enoyolopeedia Britannioa. 







306 




